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1)[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 October 2005 . 
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10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

2. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 : 

• The following limitation "draw a reference position mark alongside the moire 
stripes" at line 10 appears to be vague in that it would require a plurality of the 
reference position marks since a plurality of moire stripes are formed. 

Claim 2 : 

• The following limitation "computes an amount of position of the light beams ... in 
response to comparison between position of the moire stripes and position of the 
reference position mark" appears to be misleading in that it suggests that the 
plural moire stripes are compared to a single reference position mark. The shift of 
each of the black stripes is determined by comparing the position of each of the 
moire stripes with the position of the corresponding reference position mark, e.g., 
reference position marks 45 as shown in Fig. 7. In other words, it requires a 
plurality of reference positions marks in order to carry out the correction of the 
position of the light beams. 
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Claim 3 : 

• Similarly, the following limitation "adjusts the position of the light beams . . . 
according to comparison between position of the moire stripes and position of the 
reference position mark" appears to be misleading in that it suggests that the 
plural moire stripes are compared to a single reference position mark. The shift of 
each of the black stripes is determined by comparing the position of each of the 
moire stripes with the position of the corresponding reference position mark, e.g., 
reference position marks 45 as shown in Fig. 7. 

Claim 8 : 

• Similarly, the following limitation "adjust positions of the light beams ... according 
to a comparison between a position of the moire stripes and a position of the 
reference position mark" appears to be misleading in that it suggests that the 
plural moire stripes are compared to a single reference position mark. The shift of 
each of the black stripes is determined by comparing the position of each of the 
moire stripes with the position of the corresponding reference position mark, e.g., 
reference position marks 45 as shown in Fig. 7. 

Claim 9 : 

• The following limitation "draw a reference position mark alongside the moire 
stripes" at line 10 appears to be vague in that it would require a plurality of the 
reference position marks since a plurality of moire stripes are formed. 

Claim 10 : 

• The following limitation "computing an amount of correction of position of the light 
beams ... in response to comparison between position of the moire stripes and 
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position of the reference position mark" appears to be misleading in that it 
suggests that the plural moire stripes are compared to a single reference position 
mark. The shift of each of the black stripes is determined by comparing the 
position of each of the moire stripes with the position of the corresponding 
reference position mark, e.g., reference position marks 45 as shown in Fig. 7. 
Claim 11 : 

• Similarly, the following limitation "adjusting position of the light beams . . . 
according to comparison between position of the moire stripes and position of the 
reference position mark" appears to be misleading in that it suggests that the 
plural moire stripes are compared to a single reference position mark. The shift of 
each of the black stripes is determined by comparing the position of each of the 
moire stripes with the position of the corresponding reference position mark, e.g., 
reference position marks 45 as shown in Fig. 7. 

Claim 16 : 

• The following limitation "adjusting the positions of the light beams ... according to 
a comparison between a position of the moire stripes and a position of the 
reference position mark" appears to be misleading in that it suggests that the 
plural moire stripes are compared to a single reference position mark. The shift of 
each of the black stripes is determined by comparing the position of each of the 
moire stripes with the position of the corresponding reference position mark, e.g., 
reference position marks 45 as shown in Fig. 7. 

Claims 4-7 and 12-15 are dependent from claims 2 and 10 above and are therefore 
indefinite. 
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Appropriate correction is required. 

Pertinent Prior Art 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Shimizu et al. (JP 10-115955) discloses a positional deviation detecting method 
for detecting and correcting the positions of the light beams in the main and sub- 
scanning directions based on the detection of the moire stripes formed between slanted 
lines. 

Shimada et al. (U.S. 6,310,637) discloses a method for printing test patterns 
having two sets of parallel lines inclined with respect to each other to create moire 
stripes for adjusting the print timing with a high accuracy. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Response to Arguments 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hai C. Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2260. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM - 5:30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David L. Talbott can be reached on (571) 272-1934. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

HAI PHAM 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
December 6, 2005 



